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ABSTRACT 


In  September  1980,  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center , 
Inc. ,  (GLARC,Inc.) ,  conducted  archaeological  survey  of  a  borrow  area 
for  the  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  as  part  of  the  Milan  Local  Flood 
Protection  Plan,  Milan  Illinois  (Figure  1).  The  purpose  of  the  pro¬ 
ject  was  to  inventory  the  proposed  area  for  the  presence  of  cultural 
resources,  and,  in  the  event  that  any  were  discovered,  evaluate  them 
in  terms  of  the  specific  criteria  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Reg¬ 
ister  of  Historic  Places.  This  effort  did  locate  two  surface  distri¬ 
bution  of  archaeological  materials,  one  containing  a  mixture  of 
materials  of  probable  Early  Archaic  cultural  affiliation,  and  another 
surface  scatter  of  unknown  affiliation.  Two  additional  finds  were 
made;  one,  a  projectile  point  tip  and  the  other,  two  chert  flakes. 
Intensive  surface  examinations  of  the  two  find  spots  resulted  in 
the  determination  that  the  two  were  indeed  isolated  finds. 

Both  of  the  larger  scatters  of  archaeological  materials 
were  evaluated  in  terms  of  specific  criteria  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  The  evaluation  process  in¬ 
cluded  controlled  excavation  of  nine  1x1  meter  units  on  one  site 
and  eight  1x1  meter  units  on  the  other  site.  Both  sites  were  inten¬ 
sively  surface  collected.  Surface  distributions  were  found  to  be 
mainly  at  the  bases  of  the  slope  with  considerably  less  debitage 
and  fewer  artifacts  located  on  the  top  portion  of  the  hill  where 
the  sites  were  thought  to  have  been  during  occupation.  Our  evaluation 
concluded  that  the  sites  are  probably  not  potentially  eligible  for 
inclusion  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

The  following  report  detai Is  the  methods  and  results  of 
investigations. 
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INTRODUCTION 


During  September ,  1980,  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research 
Center,  Inc.,  (GLARC) ,  conducted  an  archaeological  inventory  for 
the  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Rock  Island  District,  near  Kilan, 
Illinois,  for  the  Milan  local  flood  protection  project.  The  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  survey  were  to  locate  and  assess  (evaluate)  for 
possible  inclusion  in  the  National  Regis ter  of  Historic  Places, 
archaeological  sites  which  might  be  present  in  the  borrow  area , 
destined  to  be  excavated  for  construction  of  the  Milan  local  flood 
protection  project.  Appendix  A  contains  a  copy  of  the  Milan  Quad¬ 
rangle  depicting  the  boundaries  of  the  borrow  pi t/survey  area. 

This  action  is  being  taken  in  compli ance  wi th  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) ,  EO  11593,  33  CFR  305,  36  CFR  63, 

36  CFR  800.10,  and  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966. 

As  required  by  Article  II  (1)  of  this  Scope  of  Work  (Appen¬ 
dix  B) ,  the  Staff  Archaeologist,  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation, 
and  the  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey  were  contacted  for  additional 
information  regarding  the  distribution  of  known  sites  in  the  vicinity. 
The  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation  responded  favorably  to  our 
request  for  information  and  provided  us  with  a  distribution  of 
known  sites  within  three  sections  of  the  project  area.  That 
specific  information  is  not  included  in  this  report  since  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  site  locations  is  not  immediately  relevant  to  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  project. 

The  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey  Site  File  Access  Policy 
as  approved  by  its  CRM  committee  in  1978,  only  allows  for  the 
release  of  information  from  Historic  Sites  Survey  Part  I  Summary 
Reports  to  non-nembers.  Since  those  reports  are  merely  cursory, 
year  end  generalizations  of  what  was  done,  they  serve  little  pur¬ 
pose  than  to  tell  us  that  selected  portions  of  the  Rock  River 
Valley  were  surveyed  during  certain  years.  Predictive  Model  Studies 
Reports,  also  available  to  non-members,  are  of  equally  negligible 
utility  for  the  purposes  of  this  investigation.  However ,  the 
results  of  this  investigation  could  be  incorporated  as  a  test  case 
for  the  Rock  River  Predictive  Model  Study. 
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A  meeting  between  the  principal  investigator  and  the  US  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  Rock  Island  District  archaeologist  served  to 
clarify  the  boundary  ambiguities  inherent  in  Exhibit  T ,  Scope  of 
Work ,  and  to  identify  the  key  personnel  involved  in  negotiations 
between  present  land  owners  and  the  City  of  Milan,  Illinois.  The  City 
was  contacted  by  us  to  ensure  that  we  indeed  had  access  to  the  par¬ 
cel  identified  as  the  borrow  area. 

From  September  10,  1980  through  September  14,  1980,  personnel 
from  GLARC  conducted  survey  and  test  excavations  on  the  borrow^  area 
designated  in  Exhibit  I,  Scope  of  Work.  During  that  five  day  per¬ 
iod  four  separate  loci  of  archaeological  material  were  found;  two 
were  isolated  finds  of  one  projectile  point  tip  and  another  of  two 
flakes,  while  the  remaining  two  were  larger  surface  scatters  of 
lithic  debris  and  artifacts. 

The  remainder  of  this  report  details  the  various  aspects  of 
this  study  and  includes  sections  on  environmental  setting,  soil 
analysis,  literature  review,  interviews  with  local  collectors, 
method  of  investigation  and  research  plan,  analysis  of  assemblages 
and  research  results.  The  study  concludes  with  a  statement  on 
significance  and  recommendations  to  the  Corps  of  Eng in eers ,  Rock 
Island  District  for  treatment  of  the  borrow  area. 

EMVIRONMENTAL  SETTING 

The  gross  environmental  situation  of  the  project  area  and  the 
larger  Rock-Mississippi  River  confluence  area  is  the  Galesburg 
Plain,  a  subdivision  of  the  Till  Plains  physiographic  section  of 
the  Central  Lowlands  province  (Leighton,  Eckblaw  and  Horberg  1948). 
The  Galesburg  Plain  is  characterized  as  level  to  undulatory  with 
a  few  morainic  ridges  and  being  in  a  youthful  stage  of  erosion. 

Successive  stages  of  extensive  glaciation  have  essentially 
obliterated  preglacial  topographic  features  to  the  extent  that  as 
the  above  authors  note,  "Most  of  the  irregularities  of  the  pre¬ 
glacial  surface  were  filled  in  with  older  drift,  so  that,  ..., 
only  gross  features  of  the  bedrock  topography  are  reflected  in  the 
present  landscape" ( 19 48) .  Certain  of  these  features,  the  Pennsyl- 
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van i an  shale  formation  for  example ,  are  Inown  to  outcrop  along 
some  Rock  River  tributaries  and  provide  a  source  of  raw  material 
frequently  utilized  by  aboriginal  people  in  the  fabrication  of 
stone  tools- 

The  successive  stages  of  extensive  glaciation  referred  to 
earlier  were  ultimately  formative  for  the  present  course  of  the 
Rock  River.  Modifications  to  local  topography  subsequent  to  the 
last  glaciation  are  the  result  of  riparian  processes  including 
erosion  and  deposition. 

Three  main  elements  make  up  the  topography  of  Rock  Island 
County ;  upland  plains /  broad  flood  plains ,  and  highly  dissected 
valley  sides  where  steep  slopes  cause  landslides  and  soil  insta¬ 
bility.  It  is  the  latter  erosional  feature  that  holds  the  borrow 
area. 

Erosion  has  been  especially  notable  as  a  factor  in  micro- 
topographic  alteration  in  the  comparatively  recent  past,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  more  undulating  uplands  where  agriculture  has 
been  the  prevalent  agent  of  attrition.  Generations  of  annual 
exposition  of  undulating  hill  tops  combined  with  heavy  rains  have 
seen  intermittent  drainages  and  streams  swell  with  runoff  waters 
and  tons  of  topsoil  in  suspension.  This  phenomenon  is  most  evi¬ 
dent  at  the  bases  of  hills  where  runoff  waters  deposit  surface 
soil,  sometimes  several  feet  deep.  Thus,  the  longstanding  prac¬ 
tice  of  agriculture  has  rendered  many  hilly  areas  less  eminent 
than  they  may  have  been  in  an  earlier  time. 

SOIL  ANALYSIS 

Soils  typical  of  the  project  area  belong  to  two  series , 
Fayette  and  Sylvan.  The  Fayette  series  soils  are  confined  mainly 
to  hill  and  ridge  tops  while  the  Sylvan  series  soils  comprise 
the  slopes  andupperends  of  valleys.  Fayette  soils  are  subject 
to  erosion  if  slopes  are  improperly  managed  and  are  most  sui ted 
to  crops  grown  in  the  county. 

Sylvan  soils  are  generally  severely  eroded.  If  the  slopes 
are  improperly  managed,  they  are  subject  to  further  erosion. 
Runoff  is  rapid  and  most  of  the  original  surface  layer  is  eroded 
away.  The  soil  is  usually  used  for  permanent  pasture  or  timber 


4 

and  is  well  suited  to  those  uses  (Rehner  1977) • 

One  other  soil,  from  the  Hickory  series,  is  represented  v;ithin 
the  project  area.  These  soils  form  mainly  in  loamy  glacial  till 
under  native  hardwoods ,  and  are  better  suited  to  grasses  and  le¬ 
gumes  or  trees  than  other  crops  (Rehner  1977).  This  soil  series 
is  predominant  on  the  slopes  of  an  intermi ttent  drainage  that 
passes  through  the  project  area .  The  bottom  lands  of  the  drainage 
have  a  deep  profile  of  yearly  sedimentation  although  that  fact  is 
not  noted  by  Rehner. 

Severe  erosional  tendencies  were  clearly  evident  within  the 
project  area ,  especially  on  the  slopes  compri sed  of  Sylvan  series 
soils.  Most  of  the  area  was  cropped  in  corn  with  rows  running 
across  contours ,  Weed  control  had  been  very  effective .  These 
two  factors  provided  an  exposed  surface  and  conditions  for  unim¬ 
peded  runoff  of  rainwater.  Gullies  between  corn  rows  were  as  much 
as  3C  centimeters  deep  and  from  10  to  30  centimeters  wide.  Erosion 
was  less  severe  on  the  less  sloping  hill  tops  although  there  were 
some  shallow  gullies  leading  off  to  the  slopes. 

REVIEW  OF  LITERATURE 

There  is  a  limited  body  of  literature  with  reference  to  the 
Rock-Mississippi  confluence  area,  comprised  primarily  of  the  re¬ 
ports  of  early  investigations  of  the  Davenport  Academy  of  Natural 
Sciences.  Mound  exploration  was  actively  pursued  by  members  of  the 
Academy  and  results  of  explorations  were  occasionally  published  in 
the  Academy's  desultory  Proceedings.  This  accumulated  literature, 
albeit  incomplete ,  provides  us  with  a  body  of  information  on  the 
prehistory  of  an  area  now  largely  lost  to  urban  expansion. 

Systematic  archaeological  inventory  in  the  Rock-Missi ssippi 
confluence  began  with  the  University  of  Chicago's  Survey  of  Rock 
Island  County  (Harrington  1933) ,  the  results  of  which  advocated 
testing  a  large  sample  of  archaeological  sites  in  order  to  draw 
wider  conclusions  relative  to  the  whole  region  in  lieu  of  con¬ 
tinued  survey.  The  reasoning  was  that  survey  would  yield  redun¬ 
dant  information  at  the  expense  of  loss  of  definitive  componential 


information  to  urban  growth  and  expansion.  He  was  probably  half 
right,  that  much  would  be  lost  to  urban,  industrial  and  commer¬ 
cial  growth ,  but  conti nued  survey  has  since  resulted  in  the  dis¬ 
covery  of  in  excess  of  350  sites  in  Rock  Island  County  alone. 

Roughly  28  years  later,  archaeological  survey  was  again  be¬ 
gun  along  the  lower  Rock  River  within  an  organizational  framework. 

In  1961  the  University  of  Illinois,  Department  of  Anthropology 
began  to  "learn  the  range  and  distribution  of  archaeological  sites 
in  the  area  and  something  of  prehistoric  settlement  patterns" 

(Bluhm  1961: 1) ,  between  the  Rock-Mississippi  confluence  and 
Sterling,  Illinois,  60  miles  upstream.  According  to  the  prelimin¬ 
ary  report ,  a  4  page  letter ,  two  cultural  hori zons  were  well 
represented  in  the  valley,  Archaic  and  Late  Woodland.  The  final 
report  never  materialized. 

During  the  following  year,  1962,  the  University  of  Illinois 
conducted  test  excavations  in  at  least  one  shell  mound  along  the 
Rock  River.  It  had  been  tested  previously,  in  1959,  but  the  re¬ 
sults  of  two  years  of  tests  have  not  been  reported. 

From  1972  through  1977,  the  University  of  Wisconsin-Milwaukee 
Department  of  Anthropology,  Archaeological  Laboratories,  became 
actively  involved  in  a  regional  archaeological  survey  program, 
funded  by  the  Department  of  Interior  and  administered  by  the  Illi¬ 
nois  Archaeological  Survey-  The  purpose  of  the  study  was  to  con¬ 
duct  survey  on  a  number  of  small  scale  projects ,  centering  on  sec¬ 
tions  of  river  valleys  where  archaeologists  were  already  engaged 
in  on-going  research,  and  to  focus  on  those  portions  of  the  river 
valleys  that  were  either  critical  to  understanding  the  sequence 
of  cultures  in  Illinois  prehistory  or  that  would  face  possible 
destruction  by  expanding  urbanization.  That  broad  charge  brought 
good  results  in  that  well  over  150  new  archaeological  sites  from 
the  lower  Rock  River  valley  were  added  to  the  Illinois  Archaeolog¬ 
ical  site  files.  Unfortunately,  the  extensive  data  accumulated 
during  this  period  like  that  collected  by  the  University  of  Illinois 
surveys  of  the  early  1960* s,  remain  unpubliched. 


since  that  time  the  area  has  seen  only  project  sped  f ic 
archaeological  work  (see  for  example  Weichman  1975?  Gregg  1976; 
Overstreet  1976;  Van  Dyke  and  Peters  1977;  Benchley,  Gregg  and 
Dudzik  1977;  Van  Dyke  and  Overstreet  1979;  Van  Dyke,  Overstreet 
and  Theler  1980).  All  of  the  above  referenced  projects  have  been 
implemented  under  contract  with  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Rock 
Island  District,  and  in  relation  to  local  flood  control  projects* 

It  can  be  seen  from  the  preceding  commentary  that  inves t igations 
of  a  systematic  nature  have  been  confined  to  two  surveys,  one  con¬ 
ducted  during  the  early  1960 *s  and  another  during  the  early  and 
mid  1970 *s,  the  results  of  which  have  not  been  adequately  reported 
to  be  of  use  to  archaeologists  working  in  the  area.  The  remain¬ 
der  of  work  done  in  the  confluence  area  has  been  project  related 
and  does  not  tie  into  an  overall  area  research  design. 

As  a  result  of  the  apparent  dearth  of  available  information 
regarding  the  local  prehistory,  the  prehistoric  sequence  for  the 
area  is  derived  largely  from  information  recovered  from  the  larger 
region.  This  local  sequence  has  been  discussed  in  detail  by  other 
authors  (c.f.  Van  Dyke  and  Overstreet  1979,  Benchley,  Gregg  and 
Dudzik  1977),  and  need  not  be  replicated  here.  Undoubtedly,  how¬ 
ever,  as  more  work  proceeds  in  the  area,  and  the  previous  survey 
data  are  fed  into  the  local  sequence,  a  more  accurate  and  informa¬ 
tive  picture  of  prehistoric  life  in  the  Rock-Miss is sippi  confluence 
will  emerge. 

methodology/research  plan 

The  Scope  of  Work  asks  for  a  cultural  survey  of  sufficient 
scope  and  quality  to  allow  for  determination  of  eligibility  to 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  for  each  site  located  in 
the  borrow  area  to  be  excavated  for  the  Milan  local  flood  pro¬ 
tection  project  (Scope  of  Work:  Article  I,  Appendix  B) .  The 
necessary  procedure  to  accomplish  this  task  then  is  an  archaeo¬ 
logical  inventory  (survey)  to  determine  whether  sites  are  pres¬ 
ent,  and,  in  the  event  that  a  site(s)  was  located,  an  evaluation 
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(testing)  in  terms  of  the  specific  criteria  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

A  three  phase  research  plan  was  outlined  by  C^LAHC ,  Inc.,  in 
a  proposal  submitted  to  the  Rock  Island  District,  Corps  of  Engin¬ 
eers  (Appendix  C) .  The  first  phase  of  research  was  designed  to  de¬ 
termine  the  potential  for  occurrence  of  archaeolog ical  sites  at 
the  borrow^  area  as  well  as  the  specific  locations  of  previously 
reported  sites  in  the  study  area  through  consultation  with  the 
Illinois  Archaeological  Survey,  the  staff  archaeologist  of  the 
Illinois  Department  of  Conservation,  local  informants  and  liter¬ 
ature,  archive  and  cartographic  review.  This  effort  was  partially 
successful  in  that  area  site  density  information  was  obtained  from 
the  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation  archaeologist.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  specific  information  relating  to  finds  in  the  project  area 
was  also  made  available. 

Specific  site  location  information  reported  by  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  Illinois  Archaeologi cal  Survey  and  contained  in  its 
site  files  is  not  available  to  anyone  not  a  member  of  the  Registry 
of  Professional  Illinois  Field  Archaeologists;  therefore,  more 
speci fic  p re -fie Id  information  was  not  available  to  us .  How¬ 
ever,  generally  available  information  from  the  Illinois  Archaeo¬ 
logical  Survey,  as  mentioned  earlier,  was  limited  and  of  little 
utility  for  the  specific  obj'.ectives  of  this  project. 

The  success  of  the  literature  review  has  been  addressed  in 
the  previous  section  of  this  report.  Information  avai lable  in 
the  form  of  technical  reports  accomplished  while  under  contract 
with  the  Rock  Island  District  Corps  of  Engineers  have  been  doc¬ 
umented  as  well. 

A  representative  of  the  Quad  Cities  Area  Archaeological 
Society  was  contacted  to  acquire  information  relative  to  the  spe¬ 
cific  project  area  and  surrounding  environs  and  for  direction 
toward  other  informants  who  might  be  familiar  with  area  archaeo¬ 
logical  sites.  Our  initial  contact  was  with  Mr.  Farrel  Anderson, 
an  individual  well  acquainted  with  prehistoric  and  historic  site 
distributions  in  the  Quad  Cities  region.  Although  he  was  unable 
to  expound  on  the  archaeology  of  the  specific  project  area ,  he 


was  able  to  direct  us  to  another  informant  v;hoin  ht*  thought  to  have 
been  active  in  the  area .  The  informant  could  not  be  reached. 

The  last  source  relied  upon  was  our  own  extensive  experi* 
ence  in  the  area.  Ultimately,  that  proved  to  be  the  most  informa¬ 
tive  aspect  of  the  pre-field  work.  In  addition,  the  staff  archaeol¬ 
ogist  of  the  Illinois  Department  of  Cc  nervation  provided  us  with 
specific  information  which  we  had  requested.  Appendix  E  includes 
correspondence  v;i th  various  agencies  consulted  during  this  study. 

A  complete  archaeological  inventory  of  the  proposed  75  acre 
borrow  area  was  indicated  as  a  necessary  second  phase  of  research, 
necessary  because  our  pre-f ield  research  effort  was  not  adequate 
to  determine  whether  or  not  an  inventory  had  ever  been  conducted 
on  the  designated  parcel.  The  fact  that  no  sites  were  reported 
there  does  not  indicate  that  an  inventory  had  never  been  done. 
Inventory  would  be  accomplished  by  utilizing  a  combination  of 
techniques  including  shovel  probing,  soil  coring  and  surface 
collection ,  each  whenever  appropriate . 

The  last  phase  of  research,  the  one  to  be  used  in  the  event 
that  an  archaeological  site(s)  was  discovered,  would  employ  con¬ 
trolled  excavation  units  to  more  accurately  determine  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  archaeological  deposit(s).  That  is,  these 
units  would  be  utilized  to  demonstrate  whether  or  not  a  site(s) 
would  meet  the  specific  criteria  for  inclusion  in  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places. 

RESULTS  OF  INVESTIGATION 

Upon  our  arrival  at  the  designated  parcel  we  found  that  approxi 
mately  60  of  the  75  acres,  or  about  80%  of  the  area  was  under  cul¬ 
tivation  and  growing  corn.  A  small  portion,  under  1% ,  consisted 
of  tree  covered  fence  lines.  The  remainder  of  the  area,  about  15 
acres,  comprised  the  valley  floor  and  walls  of  an  intermittent  drain 
age  flowing  through  the  project  area  and  an  adjacent  farmstead  with 
several  out  buildings. 
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The  primary  method  of  inventory  utilized  was  surface 
collection.  It  was  also  the  only  technique  employed  that  resulted 
in  the  discovery  of  any  cultural  materials.  A  total  of  four  loci 
yielded  evidence  of  cultural  remains.  Two  of  the  loci  were  found 
to  be  isolated  f inds  where  some  aspect  of  human  behavior  resulted 
in  the  fortuitious  deposit  of  a  broken  artifact,  in  one  case,  and 
two  flakes  in  another  case . 

The  remaining  loci  yielded  a  greater  amount  of  lithic  debris 
and  broken  artifacts  loosely  scattered  across  the  surface  of  two 
separate  areas  within  the  bounds  of  the  project  area  (Appendix  A). 

One  site ,  11  Ri- 331 ,  a  cultivated  hill- top ,  contained  a  sparse 
scatter  of  debitage  and  a  few  broken  artifacts  over  an  area  of 
less  than  75  meters  on  a  side.  The  greatest  concentrations  of 
both  debris  and  artifacts  were  collected  at  the  east  and  west  bases 
of  the  hilltop.  These  bases  also  coincided  with  the  direction  of 
cultivation,  slope  of  the  hill  and  direction  of  erosional  runoff. 

As  much  of  the  debris  was  recovered  from  within  deep  gullies 
formed  by  the  runoff  as  was  recovered  outside  the  gullies  on  the 
slope  of  the  hill  and  the  bases  of  the  hill.  Debitage  density  was 
considerably  lower  at  the  top  of  the  hill  where  the  surface  was 
relatively  level.  Table  1  presents  the  frequency  and  percent  of 
artifacts  and  debitage  collected  from  the  site. 

The  second  site  was  also  a  sparse  surface  scatter  of  lithic 
debitage.  Similiar  to  11  Ri'-331,  the  greatest  concentration  of 
material  from  11  Ri- 332  was  found  at  the  base  of  the  cultivated 
slope  where  the  initial  discovery  was  made-  Additional  surface 
collection  revealed  that  material  was  also  located  upon  level 
ground  above  the  slope  but  that  the  density  of  the  scatter  was 
considerably  diminished.  This  scatter  continued  in  an  easterly 
direction  across  the  upper  flat  area  for  an  additional  30  meters. 

The  north-south  distribution  of  material  began  10  meters  north  of 
the  fenceline  and  continued  for  a  distance  of  50  meters  to  the 
north . 

Equally  similiar  to  the  situation  at  11  Ri-331  was  the  coinci¬ 
dence  of  the  direction  of  cultivation  and  the  occurence  of  the 
largest  concentration  of  artifacts  at  the  base  of  the  slope.  As  well, 


severe  erosion  was  evident  and  some  of  the  lithic  waste  material 
and  chunks  of  cracked  rock,  presumably  from  the  occupation  period, 
were  found  in  the  bottom  of  erosional  gullies  on  the  slope. 

The  grass  covered  bottom  lands  of  the  intermittent  drainage 
whose  slope  was  in  excess  of  45^  were  not  investigated.  Those 
areas  that  were  either  level  or  that  approached  level,  were 
examined  using  the  technique  of  shovel  probing.  The  interval  used 
was  variable  between  10  and  15  meters,  and  was  dictated  by  the 
situation  and  the  judgement  of  the  field  director.  No  other 
evidence  of  archaeological  sites  were  recovered,  either  during  the 
conduct  of  shovel  probing  or  surface  collection. 

ANALYSIS  OF  THE  ASSEMBLAGE 

The  13  artifacts  and  177  pieces  of  lithic  debitage  recovered 
from  the  surface  of  site  11  Ri-331  are  enumerated  in  Tables  1  and  2. 

An  analysis  of  lithic  debitage  shows  that  a  normal  range  of  shatter, 
reduction  flakes,  decortication  flakes  and  cracked  rock  associated 
with  human  behavior  are  present  in  the  surface  collection  and  in 
numbers  that  do  not  lead  one  to  suspect  specialized  treatment  or 
procurement  of  the  chert  resource  at  the  site. 

The  raw  materials  utilized  by  the  occupants  of  11  Ri-331  are 
several  in  number  and  vary  greatly  in  quality,  ranging  from  chalky 
dolomitic  chert  to  very  fine  grained  exotics.  One  readily  identi¬ 
fiable  variety  is  Moline  chert  from  the  local  Pennsylvanian  Spoon 
formation.  However,  its  occurence  is  confined  to  only  three  flakes. 

The  remaining  varieties  are  probably  from  local  outcrops  with  the 
possible  exception  of  a  few  exotics .  Table  1  describes  the  frequencies 
and  percentages  of  the  lithic  debitage  and  tools  from  the  site  and 
the  three  productive  test  excavations,  while  Table  2  gives  the 
dimensions  for  artifacts  and  tools.  Table  3  lists  the  percent  of  the 
total  assemblage  contributed  by  individual  test  excavations  and  the 
contribution  from  the  surface  collection.  It  can  be  seen  from  the 
table  that  the  cumulative  total  from  the  three  test  excavations  is 
only  3.39%  of  the  total.  Excavation  units  1,  5,  6,  7  and  8  did  not 
yield  any  cultural  material.  Figure  2  depicts  the  distribution  of 


Frequencies  and  Percentages  of  the  Lithic  Assemblage  from  11  RI-331 


TABLE  2 

Weights  and  Dimensions  of  Artifacts  From  11  RI-331 


Max .  Max .  Max . 

Provenience  Tool  Form _ Thickness  Width  Length  Weight  (gr) 


Surface 

1 

! 

3/4  grooved  axe 

5.1  cm. 

8. 7cm 

14 . 0cm. 

795.0 

Projectile  point 
base 

0.9 

2.3 

3.3 

7.7 

Pro jecti le  point 
base 

0.8 

2.3 

1.4 

2.5 

Bi face/knife 

0.7 

1.9 

4.5 

8.3 

Biface 

2.0 

4.7 

7.2 

58.9 

Biface 

1.0 

2 . 5 

3.1 

9.0 

Bif ace  fragment 

0.4 

0.9 

2.0 

1.0 

Shatter  with  uni¬ 
facial  retouch 

2.7 

5 . 2 

37.5 

Utili zed  flake 
with  opposing 
notches  on  lat¬ 
eral  edges. 

0.5 

2.2 

3.0 

! 

4.2 

Flake  with  uni- 
f acial  retouch 

0.9 

3.1 

6.7 

Flake  with  uni¬ 
facial  retouch 

0.6 

H 

3.0 

3.5 

SBBES99I 

Utilized  flake 

0.2 

0.9 

1.  8 

0.5 

1 

Hammerstone 

1 

1 

4.  3 

wm 

8.4 

401.2 

TABLE  7, 


Percent  Contribution  by  Individual  Excavations  and  Surface  Collection. 


Test  Pit  2 


Test  Pit  3 


Test  Pit  4 


Surface  Collection  Total 
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excavation  units  across  the  surface  scatter. 

Artifacts  from  the  surface  of  the  scatter  include  a  projectile 
point  base ,  3.2  cm.  long ,  lenticular  in  cross  section,  with  flaking 
that  can  be  described  as  collateral,  although  not  classic.  The 
point  does  not  have  ground  edges  or  base  and  the  material  looks  as 
though  it  may  have  been  flawed  to  begin  with.  The  piece  may  have 
snapped  during  manufacture  thus  accounting  for  the  lack  of  basal 
and  edge  grinding,  characteristic  of  a  Late  Paleo  Indian,  Early 
Archaic  point.  The  point,  such  as  it  is,  is  morphologically  similiar 
to  an  Agate  Basin,  a  very  common  type  in  the  local  uplands  (Figure  3). 

A  second,  somewhat  diagnostic  artifact  from  the  surface  of  the 
si te ,  is  a  3/4  grooved  axe .  The  poll  of  the  axe  is  broken  away  and 
only  the  bit  is  poli shed.  The  remainder  of  the  axe  is  pecked 
smooth  (Figure  3). 

The  second  projectile  point  base  listed  in  Table  2  is  not 
diagnostic. 

A  review  of  the  three  tables  does  not  reveal  very  much  about 
the  function  of  the  site,  nor  does  it  answer  the  question  of  season 
of  occupation.  The  composition  of  the  assemblage  does  not  lend  itself 
to  much  interpretation.  However,  a  surface  collection  is  not  a 
representative  sample  but  a  biased  collection  of  categories  of 
objects,  the  categories  changing  in  direct  proportion  to  the  number 
of  times  a  site  is  collected.  Unfortunately  no  clarification  in  our 
understanding  of  the  site  eventuated  as  a  result  of  the  excavations. 

The  two  somewhat  diagnostic  artifacts  from  the  surface  collection 
allow  us  to  generalize  about  the  occupation.  The  grooved  axe  and 
the  broken  projectile  point  base,  morphologically  akin  to  an  unfinish¬ 
ed  Agate  Basin,  indicate  that  an  Early  Archaic  placement  is  more 
appropriate  than  any  other.  Chert  in  various  stages  of  reduction 
attests  to  lithic  manufacture  at  the  site  including  raw  material  re¬ 
duction  (shatter  and  bifaces)  and  finished  tools  (small  flakes  of 
bifacial  retouch).  Fires  or  hearths  are  indicated  by  the  presence 
of  non- indigenous  cracked  rock.  The  size  of  the  original  occupation 
is  undeterminable  since  years  of  agriculture  have  undoubtedly  re¬ 
distributed  the  materials  far  and  wide  of  their  original  locus. 

Unfortunately  even  less  can  be  said  of  11  Ri-332  than  has  been 


said  of  11  Ri-331.  Not  only  can  the  site  function  and  season  of 
occupation  not  be  determined,  but  the  absence  of  diagnostic  artifacts 
precludes  the  assignment  of  a  cultural  affiliation.  Table  4  lists 
the  frequencies  and  percentages  of  the  li thic  assemblage  and  Table 
5  contains  weights  and  dimensions  of  artifacts.  Again,  a  range  of 
chert  reduction  stages  is  reflected  in  the  assemblage  as  well  as 
the  inferred  liklihood  of  fire  or  hearths  from  the  presence  of 
cracked  rock.  While  it  cannot  be  unequivocally  demonstrated  that 
the  cracked  rock  is  a  by-product  of  prehistoric  human  behavior ,  the 
rock  is  not  indiaenous  to  the  soil  association  and  must  have  been 
transported  to  the  site. 

Raw  materials  utilized  by  the  occupants  are  similiar  in 
variety  and  quality  to  those  at  11  Ri-331.  Only  one  piece  of 
Moline  chert  was  recovered  from  this  surface  collection.  Only 
two  artifacts,  a  utilized  flake  and  a  biface  were  found.  Neither 
one  of  them  allow  any  speculation  as  to  the  cultural  affiliation 
of  the  site ,  The  size  of  the  original  occupation  is  no  longer 
determinable  since  the  combined  agents  of  attrition,  cultivation 
and  erosion,  have  dispersed  the  materials  down  the  slope. 

A  total  of  nine  excavation  units  were  deployed  at  this  site 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the  site  appeared  to  be  confined  to  the 
plowzone,  a  stratum  varying  in  depth  from  15  to  40  cm.  Figure  4 
shows  the  distribution  of  the  nine  units.  Table  4  lists  the 
frequencies  and  percentages  of  the  lithic  assemblage  from  the  one 
productive  unit. 

Sub-plow2one  features  or  integrity  were  lacking  in  all  nine 
units. 

The  combined  techniques  of  surface  collection  and  excavation 
failed  to  locate  evidence  of  seasonality  or  site  function,  or 
diagnostic  materials  sufficient  to  assign  the  site  to  a  cultural 
period.  What  the  techniques  did  reveal  is  that  the  site  is  pro¬ 
bably  entirely  contained  within  the  plowzone  and  that  a  long 
history  of  cultivation  and  erosion  has  seen  the  site  diminished 
to  a  surface  scatter. 
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CONCLUSIONS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 

These  investigations  have  located  tv/o  previously  unreported 
prehistoric  archaeological  sites  in  the  uplands  adjacent  to  the 
Rock  River  in  Rock  Island  County,  Illinois.  The  particular 
parcel  of  land  where  the  sites  are  located  is  slated  to  be  borrowed 
away  as  a  result  of  construction  activities  associated  with  the 
Milan  Local  Flood  Protection  Project.  An  intensive  surface  collection 
yielded  enough  information  to  enable  us  to  assign  one  site,  11  Ri-331, 
to  the  Early  Archaic  period,  but  a  dearth  of  diagnostic  information 
from  11  Ri-332  prohibited  an  assignment  of  cultural  affiliation. 

A  total  of  17  one  meter  square  units  were  excavated  at  the 
two  sites  in  an  effort  to  determine  whether  or  not  any  portion  of 
the  sites  continued  below  the  plow zone .  These  efforts  showed  the 
sites  to  be  contained  solely  within  the  plowzone.  Further,  it  is 
likely  that  years  of  agriculture  have  established  prime  conditions 
for  accelerating  the  natural  erosional  propensity  of  Fayette , 

Sylvan  and  Hickory  series  soils  so  that  present  topography  is 
considerably  diminished  in  altitude  from  earlier  days.  Surface 
distributions  of  debitage  reflect  the  liklihood  that  such  is  the 
case  at  11  Ri-331  and  11  Ri-332.  In  essence,  these  two  surface 
manifestations  represent  the  scattered  remnants  of  former  loci 
of  human  behavior.  The  present  conditions  of  the  materials,  i.e., 
the  spatial  relationships  of  objects  to  each  other  and  the  subsoil, 
no  longer  provide  the  basis  for  useful  intrasi te  comparisons, 
associations  and  spatial  relationships .  The  sites  do  however , 
provide  useful  intersite  comparison,  distribution  and  environmental 
spatial  patterning  information  since  they  have  been  located 
and,  at  least  one  has  yielded  diagnostic  material. 

Since  the  Mi Ian  Local  Flood  Protection  Project  construction 
activities  will  destroy  the  sites,  the  question  becomes,  are  these 
sites  potentially  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places?  The  specific  criteria  applied  to  evaluate  properties  for 
possible  inclusion  in  the  National  Register  (36  CFR  Part  60)  allow 
considerable  latitude  in  evaluating  sites .  The  evaluation  process , 
including  field  work,  laboratory  analysis,  consultation  with 
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appropriate  knowledgeable  individuals,  literature  and  archive 
studies,  and  the  current  posture  of  the  professional  archaeological 
community  are  the  tools  available  to  the  investigator  to  aid  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion . 

The  professional  archaeological  community  has  identified  two 

major  concerns  for  cultural  resource  management:  conservation 

and  preservation.  These  major  concerns  have  been  defined  by 

Salzer  and  Overstreet  (1976): 

Conservation  of  cultural  resources  is  a  philosophical 
principal  in  management  practice  which  we  refer  to  as 
"wise  spending" ,  In  essence ,  it  says  that  it  is  im~ 
possible  to  set  aside  all  archaeological  sites  for 
future  generations;  it  recognizes  that  the  modern 
needs  of  our  society  for  progress  and  expansion  must 
be  met.  We  must  compromise  preservation  for  the 
future  in  light  of  our  present  needs.  Most  of  the 
cultural  resource  management  practices  in  the  past 
have  been  poor  examples  of  this  philosophy  (171). 

Of  preservation  they  say; 

This  concept  has  gained  a  poor  reputation  in  some 
areas  over  the  years  because  it  precludes  any  sort 
of  management  at  all  when  carried  to  i ts  logical 
conclusions .  Also ,  if  such  a  philosophy  were 
universally  accepted,  it  would  amount  to  disen- 
f ranch i zing  the  archaeological  profession.  In  the 
framework  of  a  cultural  resource  management  plan, 
preservation  means  setting  aside  for  the  future¬ 
stockpiling  our  public  heritage  to  insure  the 
presence  of  an  archaeological  data  base  for  the 
foreseeable  future.  It  is  therefore  a  part  of, 
and  not  the  only  part  of,  a  management  plan. 

Knowing  what  to  set  aside  can  only  be  derived 
from  knowledge  recovered  from  sites  which  have 
been  excavated  in  whole  or  in  part.  We  simply  can 
not  set  all  sites  aside .  Progress ,  the  public  right 
to  its  prehistorical  heri tage ,  and  the  needs  of  the 
archaeological  profession  cannot  be  served  by  a 
management  plan  which  involves  preservation  only  (174). 

These  two  concerns,  preservation  and  conservation,  comprise 
the  philosophy  of  cultural  resource  management  which  they 
define: 

By  our  definition,  then,  cultural  resource  management 
is  the  responsible  and  judicious  act  of  conserving 
and  preserving  the  data  base  of  archaeology  so  as  to 
serve  scientific  objectives ,  public  education  objectives , 
public  o.nd  private  special  interests,  and  the  data  base 
itself  (177). 
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Since  the  sole  remaining  value  of  11  Ri-331  and  11  Ri-332 
lies  in  their  in ter si te  comparative  ut i li ty  and  the  information 
already  recovered  from  them,  and  since  they  no  longer  retain 
integrity  or  intrasite  value ,  we  cannot  in  good  conscience  re¬ 
commend  a  request  for  a  determination  of  eligibility  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  Therefore,  our  recommendation 
is  one  of  conservation  or  "wise  spending"  rather  than  preservation. 
We  feel  it  is  not  necessary  for  futher  investigation,  recovery  or 
preservation  of  these  si tes. 

The  possibili ty  always  exists  that  a  deeply  buried  remnant 
or  feature  of  the  former  sites  may  still  exist.  However,  we  feel 
that  the  probability  of  locating  such  an  elusive  unknown  is  in¬ 
calculable  •  In  any  event,  we  suggest  that  once  construction  has 
begun  in  the  borrow  area,  the  Corps  of  Engineers  archaeologist 
monitor  removal  of  the  upper  levels  of  the  site  loci . 
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APPENDIX  A 

Milan  Quadrangle  with  boundaries  of 
borrow  pit/project  area  and  sites . 

Area  to  be  borrowed  first  is  hachured. 


vs: 
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SCOPE  OF  WORK 

KOK  AKCJL4EOLOG1CAL  SURVEY  Of 
PROPOSED  BORROW  AREA  FOR  THE 
LOCAL  FLOOD  PROTECTION  PROJECT 
AT  MILAN,  ILLINOIS 


June  19  O'. 


ARTICLE  I. 

The  survey  objectives  are  to  locate  and  assess,  tor  possible  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  archaeological  sites  which  ciay  be  present 
in  the  borrow  area  to  be  excavated  for  the  Milan  local  flood  protection  project 
as  shown  on  attached  Exhibit  I.  This  action  is  being  taken  in  compliance  with 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA),  EO  11593,  33  CFR  305,  36  CFR  63, 

36  CFR  800.10,  and  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966. 

ARTICLE  II. 

The  work  to  be  performed  by  the  contractor  under  this  contract  includes: 

1.  Conduct  a  literature  and  cartographic  search  on  the  area  and  contact  the 
Illinois  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  and  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey 
for  additional  information  on  known  sites.  Other  available  sources  of  infor¬ 
mation  vjill  be  consulted  and  all  pertinent  information  obtained  will  be  docu¬ 
mented  in  the  draft  and  final  report. 

2.  Perform  an  initial  survey  of  the  borrow  area  designated  on  Exhibit  1  which 
w’ill  include  shovel  testing  and  coring  in  areas  where  surface  visibility  is 
limited,  to  locate  any  sites  within  the  borrow  area  that  will  likely  be 
impacted  by  the  project. 

3.  Perform  a  cultural  resource  survey  of  sufficient  scope  and  quality  to  allow 
for  the  determination  of  eligibility  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  for  each  site  located.  This  is  to  be  done  as  defined  in  33  CFR  305. 4f, 
36  CFR  1204,  and  36  CFR  800.10. 

4.  Recommend  measures  to  mitigate  any  adverse  effects  on  archaeological  site 
determined  to  be  eligible  or  to  have  potential  for  inclusion  in  the  National 
Register  that  is  likely  to  be  impacted  by  this  project.  Estimates  of  time  and 
labor  required  for  data  recovery  and  an  explanation  of  how  these  figures  were 
arrived  at  shall  be  included  and  documented  in  the  report  for  each 
recommendat ion. 

5.  Basic  data  description,  including  provenience  and  metrics,  Universal 
Transverse  Mercator  (U.T.M.)  coordinates  for  all  sites,  photographs,  and 
drawings  will  be  provided  for  use  both  in  support  of  the  author's  arguments  and 
conclusions,  and  as  a  source  of  basic  information  that  may  find  wider  use  by 
other  archaeologists .  A  set  of  USGS  topographic  maps  showing  the  spec ific  site 
locations  will  be  provided  by  the  Contractor  but  shall  not  be  Included  in  the 
report  to  prevent  vandalism  of  cultural  properties.  At  least  three  good 
quality  photographs  of  archaeological  work  in  progress  and  a  written  summary 
suitable  for  public  inf ormat ion  will  be  provided  by  the  Contractor. 


L 


ARTICLE  III. 


1.  The  Principal  Investigator  shall  be  responsible  for  preparing  a  report  or. 
these  Investigations.  This  report  must  include,  but  is  not  limited  to:  (1) 
Detailed  cultural  site  location  with  respect  to  project  location;  (2)  possible 
cultural  affiliations;  (3)  classification  of  sites  into  effect  or  no  effect 
categories  w’ith  respect  to  impact  of  the  action  on  them;  (4)  recoramendat  ion  of 
a)  further  Investigation,  b)  data  recovery,  c)  preservation,  or  d)  no  further 
work^  for  each  site  within  the  borrow  area  impacted  by  the  project;  (5)  a 
discussion  specifically  addressing  the  question  of  eligibility  to  the  National 
Register  for  each  site  likely  to  be  impacted  by  construction  according  to  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  of  36  CFR  63,  (6)  pertinent  information  from 
the  literature  search;  and,  (7)  documentation  of  coordination  with  groups  and 
persons  listed  in  Article  II,  paragrapV;  1. 

2.  The  format  of  the  report  shall  further  include  but  not  be  limited  to  tne 
following : 


Title  Page 
Abstract 

Table  of  Contents 
.  1 nt  roduc  t i on 
Envi ronmen t a 1  Setting 
Soil  Analysis 
Review  of  Literature 
Interviews  with  Local  Collectors 
Methodology /Research  Plan 
Analysis 

Research  Results 

Location  for  Curation  of  Artifacts  of  Each  Site 

Statement  of  Significance 

Conclusions  &  Recommendations 

Bibliography 

Appendices  and  Maps 

3.  Appendices  to  the  report  will  include  but  not  be  limited  to:  1)  this 
scope  of  work,  2)  vitae  of  principal  investigator,  project  director  and/or 
field  director,  and  3)  a  schedule  of  field  and  lab  work.  The  report  shall  not 
refer  to  specific  site  locations  in  the  body  of  the  report.  These  references 
will  be  listed  in  an  appendix. 

A.  All  artifacts,  cultural  material,  notes,  photographs,  and  maps  collected 
during  the  survey  shall  be  deposited  with  a  recognized  institution  for  preser¬ 
vation  upon  completion  of  the  contract,  in  coordination  with  the  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Recreation  Service.  All  material  generated  by  this  contract 
will  remain  the  property  of  the  US  Government .  The  Cont ractor  is  responsible 
for  the  security  of  the  material  prior  to  permanent  curation. 

5.  A  draft  report  will  be  submitted  to  the  Contracting  Officer  within  45 
calendar  days  after  notice  of  award.  The  Contracting  Officer  will  furnish 
review  comments  to  the  Contractor  60  days  after  his  receipt  of  the  draft 
report.  The  final  report  is  required  30  days  after  receipt  of  the  Contracting 
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Officer’s  cornments  on  the  draft  reports  The  draft  and  final  report  will  De 
sent  by  Koci  Island  District  to  outside  agencies  for  independent  review.  The 
final  report  shall  include  as  an  appendix  any  letters  of  review  received  on  the 
draft  report.  The  Contractor  shall  furnish  the  Corps  of  Engineers  with*  0 
copies  of  the  draft  report  and  15  copies  of  the  final  report. 

6.  Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  the  report  by  the  Governnient,  neither  the 
Contractor  nor  his  representative  shall  release  any  sketch,  photograph  or 
report ,  or  material  of  any  nature ,  obtained  or  prepared  under  the  contract, 
wl thout  prior  specific  written  approval  of  the  Cont racting  Officer.  After 
acceptance  of  the  final  report  its  reproduction  and  use  shall  not  be  restricted 
by  either  party.  The  appendix  containing  the  exact  site  locations  will  not  be 
included  in  reports  released  to  the  public. 


1  Exhibit 
As  stated 
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Proposal  for:  7\rchaGOloqical  Survey  and  Testing  for  Borrov; 

Area,  Milan  LFP ,  at  Milan,  Illinois. 

Submitted  to:  District  Engineer 

US  Army  Engineer  District 
Corps  of  Engineers 
Rock  Island,  IL  61201 


Submitted  by:  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc. 
P.O.  Box  1304 
Waukesha ,  WI  53187 


Introduction :  The  following  proposal  is  submi tted  to  conduct 

an  archaeological  inventory  and  evaluation 
(survey  and  testing)  of  archaeological  sites 
which  may  be  located  in  the  proposed  borrow 
area  for  the  Milan  local  flood  protection 
project  as  indicated  in  Request  for  Quotation, 
DACW25- 80-0- 0391. 

Pre- field  research : 

Prior  to  deplo^Tnent  of  a  field  crew  at  the 
proposed  borrow  area,  literature,  archive, 
and  cartographic  review  will  be  conducted 
to  determine  both  the  potential  for  occurrence 
of  archaeological  sites  at  the  borrow  area  as 
well  as  the  specific  locations  of  previously 
reported  sites  in  the  study  area.  Sources  of 
information  will  include,  but  are  not  restricted 
to:  (1)  sites  reported  by  the  membership  of 

the  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey;  (2)  records 
of  the  Illinois  State  Historic  Preservation 
Office;  (3)  local  informants,  including  members 
of  the  Quad  Cities  Archaeological  Society.  Of 
course,  additional  sources  may  be  culled  from  the 
relevant  literature  and  all  sources  will  be 
appropriately  documented  in  a  references  cited 
section  of  the  final  report  of  investigations . 

Methods  and  Techniques  of  Field  Investigations: 

Inventory  (survey)  Phase:  The  following  methods 
and  techniques  will  be  utilized  throughout  the 
project  area  of  approximately  75  acres  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  presence  or  absence 
of  historic  or  prehistori c  archaeological  si tes 
at  the  proposed  Milan  borrow  area : 
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(1)  Traditional  pedestrian  survey  techniques 

or  surface  collection  w^ill  be  employed  throughout 
the  project  area.  This  technique ,  however ,  will 
only  be  adequate  as  a  locational  method  in  areas 
which  have  sufficient  exposed  soil  surfaces  such 
as  plowed  or  cultivated  fields.  To  a  lesser 
extent,  as  in  the  case  of  natural  erosional 
surfaces ,  partial  surface  collections  will  also 
be  conducted. 

(2)  In  portions  of  the  proposed  project  area 
that  have  not  been  subjected  to  plowing  or 
cultivation  and  are  presently  covered  wi th 
vegetation,  i.e.,  woodlots,  pasture,  etc., 
inventory  data  will  be  collected  through  the 
technique  known  as  shovel  testing  or  shovel 
probing..  Defined  here ,  shovel  probing  is 

a  technique  which  employs  small  excavation 
units  approximately  35  to  4  5  centimeters  in 
diameter  to  a  depth  of  45  to  55  centimeters. 

Fill  from  the  shovel  probes  will  be  passed 
through  a  1/4"  mesh  screen  and  after  examination 
of  the  contents ,  all  probes  will  be  immediately 
back-filled.  All  shovel  probe  units  will  be 
situated  along  predetermined  transects  with 
sampling  intervals  maintained  at  15  meters 
both  wi thin  and  between  these  transects . 

(3)  Soil  coring  will  be  utilized  as  an  adjunct 
to  shovel  probing.  Utilizing  a  standard  1" 
soil  sampler  to  a  depth  of  one  meter  has  been 
demonstrated  to  provide  for  the  determination  of 
shallow  buried  humus  zones  that  could  harbor 
archaeological  deposits.  The  technique  is  not 

to  be  used  as  an  alternative  to  shovel  probing  but 
as  an  adjunct  to  verify  stratigraphic  interpretations 
derived  from  shovel  testing.  placement  of  coring 
samples  is  not  often  systematic  because  of  soil 
condi tions  which  result  in  bit  refusal  and  the 
n\  her  and  placement  are  determined  both  by  local 
soil  conditions  and  the  decision  of  the  principal 
investigator. 

Evaluation  (testing)  Phase:  In  the  event  that 
inventory  techniques  provide  evidence  of  archaeological 
deposits ,  limited  test  excavation  units  will  be 
deployed.  These  test  exCv  vat ion  uni ts  will  consist 
of  formal  2x2  metar  squares  excavated  in  arbitrar)’ 
levels  which  may  be  modi f ie'^  to  reflect  cultural 
strata  should  same  become  apparent  during  the 
course  of  excavation.  One  liter  soil  samples 
will  be  recovered  from  each  level  and  from  within 
designated  feature  contexts ,  returned  to  the  lab , 
and  subjected  to  flotation  and  screening  for 
recovery  of  micro-flora  and  fauna.  Profiles  and 
plan  views  as  well  as  photographic  will  be 
maintained  in  accord  with  professional  archaeological 
standards. 
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This  evaluation  will  be  sufficiently  thorough 
to  provide  an  assessment  of  the  significance 
and  integrity  of  any  archaeological  deposit 
encountered  based  on  the  sped  fic  criteria 
for  potential  inclusion  within  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places.  Finally,  the 
basic  descriptive  data  as  required  in  Article 
II,  5.  of  the  request  for  quotation  will  be 
provided  to  R.I.D. 

Personnel ; 

The  principal  i nvesti gator  and  experienced 
crew  members  are  indicated  as  necessary  and 
sufficient  to  conduct  these  investigations. 
Laboratory  analyses  and  report  preparation 
allocations  are  also  provided  in  the  attached 
budget  breakdown  and  cost  schedule. 

Scheduling : 

No  problems  are  forseen  in  accomplishing  the 
proposed  tasks  in  a  successful  manner  vrithin 
the  restraints  as  specified  in  Article  III ,  5 . 
of  the,  request  for  quotation. 

Report  Preparation ; 

Reporting  procedures  for  both  the  draft  and 
final  report  will  be  in  accord  with  the 
specifications  stated  in  Article  III,  2.,  3., 

5. ,  and  6.  In  addition,  we  would  recommend 
that  the  draft  report  be  reviewed  by  the 
Illinois  Archaeological  Survey  or  other 
area  researchers .  Failing  this,  copi es  of 
the  final  report  should  be  provided  to  the 
IAS  as  part  of  their  data  f ile . 

Curat ion  of  cultural  materials  and  records : 

Curation  and  materials  will  be  in  accord  with 
those  specified  in  the  request  for  quotation. 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center , 

Inc.  assumes  the  attendant  responsibilities  for 
temporary  curation  until  such  time  as  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  specifies  and  makes  arrangement 
with  an  acceptable  institution  for  permanent 
curation. 
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ALLEN  P.  VAN  DYKE 


[Pll  Redacted] 


Special  Areas  of  Interest: 

Dpper  Mississippian  Development.  Analysis  of  Prehistoric 
Faxinal  Assemblages.  Phosphate  Ping  Chromatography  and 
Sequential  Fractionation  of  Phosphates  and  Their  Applica- 
tions  for  Prehistoric  Contexts .  North  American  Prehistory: 
the  Extended  Great  Lakes.  Historical  Archaeology 

Academic  History: 

Bachelor  of  Art  in  7^throp>ology,  University  of  Wisconsin- 
Milwaukee y  1973. 

Master  of  Sci.  in  Anthropology,  University  of  Wisconsin- 
Milwaukee,  1978 . 

Membership  in  Professional  Societies  and  Organizations: 

Plains  TVnthropological  Society 
Society  of  American  Archaeology 

The  Wisconsin  Archeological  Society,  Treasurer,  1974-79,  Pres. 
The  Wisconsin  Archaeological  Survey 
Central  States  Anthropological  Society 

Papers  Delivered: 

1975  Discussant,  First  Annual  Conference  on  Survey  in ^ 

VJoodland  Environments^  Northern  Michigan  University, 
Marquette,  Michigan. 

1975  Preliminary  Report  on  the  Diamond  Bluff  Excavations, 

The  Wisconsin  Archeological  Society. 

1976  Discussant,  Second  Annual  Conference  on  Survey  in 
Woodland  Environments.  University  of  VJisconsin- 
Marathon  County,  Wausau,  Wisconsin. 

Technical  Reports: 

1976  An  ATchaBological  Inventory  of  Three  A  Iternate  fioutes 
for  the  Tri-County  Expressway  in  Winnehago,  Outagamie, 
and  Calumet  Counties.  The  Great  Lakes  Archaeological 
Research  Center ,  Inc • ,  Reports  of  Investigation,  No.  15. 
Waukesha,  \7isconsin. 

1977  An  Intensive  Archaeological  Survey,  Hylan-Big  Island 
Thase  II  Study,  Boch  Biver,  Illinois.  The  Great  Lakes 
Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc.,  Reports  of 
Investigation,  No.  27.  Waukesha,  Wisconsin. 
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1977  CuXtuvaZ  Beaourcee  Reconnai.e  sance  ^  Loves  Park,  IllinoiB 
Interim  2,  Flood  FeaeibiZity  Study.  The  Great  Lakes 
Archaeological  Research  Center#  Inc-  Reports  of  Invest 
tigations#  No.  28-  Waukesha#  Wisconsin. 


1978  Cultural  BesourceB  Beconnais sance  For  The  Des  Moines 
Biver  Bank  Erosion  Study.  The  Great  Lakes  Archaeo¬ 
logical  Research  Center#  Inc-  Reports  of  Investiga¬ 
tion  No.  32.  Waukesha,  Wisconsin. 


1979  Archaeological  Recovery  at  ll’-BJ-ZZ7 — An  Early  Middle 
Woodland  Shell  Hidden  in  East  Moline,  Illinois .  The 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center#  ^Inc.  Manu¬ 
script  in  preparation.  Waukesha,  Wisconsin. 

1979  Cultural  Resource  Survey  ana  Evaluation  of  a  Bistcrie 
Site  (47  Fr-lOZ),  Bicolet  Rational  Forest,  Forest  County 
Wisconsin,  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center, 
Inc- ,  Reports  of  Investigation  No. 85. 

1980  See  page  5  of  this  Vita. 

PUBLICATIONS 


1980  Archaeological  Recovery  at  11  RI-337,  an  Early  Middle 
Woodland  Shell  Midden  in  East  Moline,  Illinois.  The 
Wisconsin  Archeologist ,  61(2) :125-265. 

(with  David  F.  Overstreet  and  James  L.  Theler) 


Employment  History: 

Military  History-D-S-Army #  one  year  Viet  Nam  service.  Bonora 
bly.  discharged#  December  1968. 

1969  Student#  Electronic  Computer  Programming  Institute# 
Appleton#  Wisconsin.  Graduated. 

1969- 1970  J.C. Penney  Company#  Inc.#  Milwaukee#  Wisconsin. 

Computer  Section. 

1970- 1973  Child  care  staff,  residential  treatment  center 

for  emotionally  disturbed#  delinquent  adolescents. 
Community  Care  Services#  Inc. 

1975  Scientific  Assistant#  Milwaukee  Public  Museum#  History 
Department. 

1973-1978  Graduate  student  in  Anthropology#  University 

of  Wi  scons  in-Milwaukee. 

1978-Present  principal  Investigator ,  Great  Lakes  Archaeologi¬ 
cal  Research  Center#  Inc. 
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1971  Summer,  5  veeks.  Participant,  Field  Seminar  in 

Archaeological  Methods,  the  Pipe  Site.  The 
Wisconsin  Archeological  Society. 

1972  Summer,  8  weeks.  Student,  Field  School  in  Archaeology, 

University  of  Wisconsin-Milwaukee.-  Pipe  Site. 

1972  Fall.  Participant,  First  Annual  Field  Seminar  in 

Eithic  Technology,  Hixton  Quarry  Site,  V7isconsin. 

1973  May-June.  Participant,  Archaeological  Field  School, 

University  of  Wisconsin-Waukesha  County. 

1973  September-October .  Rock  River  Archaeological  Survey, 

Rock  River  Area,  Northern  Illinois.  University  of 
Wisconsin-Milwaukee.  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey. 

1973  October '-November .  Archaeological  Survey  of  the  Wood 

County  and  Haven  Site  Nuclear  Power  Plants, 

University  of  Wisconsin-Milwaukee.  V7isconsin  Electric 
Power  Company . 

1974  April-  Archaeological  Survey,  Phase  II  testing  and 

preparation  of  report  and  recommendations  for 
Commonwealth  Edison  Power  Company  Occasional  Survey 
and  Testing  in  Ogle  County,  Illinois. 

1974  May-June.  Archaeological  Methods  Course,  University 
of  Wisconsin-Waukesha. 

1974  June-August.  Teaching  Assistant,  University  of 

X4isconsin-Milwaukee  Field  School,  Diamond  Bluff  Site. 

1975  March-July.  Scientific  Assistant,  Milwaukee  Public 

Museum.  Architectural  drawing  and  drafting,  museum 
display  preparation,  ceramic  reconstruction, 
supervision  of  volunteers  and  students,  typological 
organization  of  ceramic  assemblage  from  Tell  Hadidi, 
Syria. 

1975  July-September .  Field  Crew  Supervisor,  Madeline  Island 

Sewer  Project  Salvage  Excavation.  Beloit  College, 
Wisconsin. 

1976  Field  Supervisor,  Archaeological  Survey  of  the  Rock 

River  Valley,  Moline,  Illinois.  Historic  Site 
Survey  Program,  University  of  Wisconsin-liilwaukee. 

1976  Phosphate  Lab  Supervisor.  Phosphate  Analysis  in 
Archaeological  Survey,  Cahokia  Mounds  Project, 

University  of  \7i  scons  in-Milwaukee .  Eight  weeks. 

1976  Field  Assistant,  Phase  II  Assessment  of  Sites  Located 
in  the  Proposed  Pleasant  Prairie  Power  Facility 
Site,  Kenosha  County,  Wisconsin.  The  Great  Lakes 
Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc.,  Reports  of 
Investigation,  No.  4 . 

1976  Field  Assistant,  Site  Inventory  for  Town  of  Norway 

Sanitary  District  No.  1.  The  Great  Lakes  Archaeological 
Research  Center,  Inc.,  Reports  of  Investigation  No.  5. 
1976  Field  Director,  Archaeological  Inventory  and  Evaluation, 
Walworth  County  Metropolitan  Sewer  District.  The 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc.  , 

Reports  of  Investigation  No.  12. 

1976  Field  Director,  Archaeological  Survey  for  Fox  River 

Navigation  Project  Disposal  Sites.  The  Great  Lakes 
Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc.,  Reports  of 
Investigation  No.  13 . 
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1976  Field  Assistant,  Inventory  of  Proposed  Wastewater 

Treatment  Plant  and  Interceptor  Route,  Town  of  Juneau, 
Dodge,  County,  Wisconsin.  The  Great  Lakes  Archaeologi¬ 
cal  Research  Center,  Inc.,  Reports  of  Investigation 
No.  14 

1976  Field  Supervisor,  Archaeological  Inventory  of  Three 

Alternate  Routes  for  the  Tri-County  Expressway  in 
Winnebago,  Outagamie  and  Cal\iinet  Counties.  The 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc., 
Reports  of  Investigation  No.  15. 

1977  Field  Supervisor,  An  Intensive  Archaeological  Survey 

Milan-Big  Island  Phase  11  Study,  Rock  River,  Illinois. 
The  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc., 
Reports  of  Investigation  No.  27. 

1977  Field  Assistant,  various  survey  And  excavation  projects 
in  Iowa,  Illinois  and  Wisconsin  li .e. , Cochrane, 
Sturtenant,  Germantown,  Mukwonago,  Brillion,  Butte 
des  Mortes,  Eagle  Lake,  National  Forest  Service, 

Lake  Michigan  Harbors,  Loves  Park,  Bay  Beach  State 
Park,  Sturgeon  River  Gorge,  Flynn  and  Round  Lake 
Wilderness  Study  Areas) ,  The  Great  Lakes  Archaeolog¬ 
ical  Research  Center,  Inc. 

1977  Excavator,  Rolette  House  Historic  Site,  Prairie  du 

Chien,  Wisconsin. 

1978  Research  Assistant,  various  technical  reports  of  the 

Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc. 

Field  Director,  Archaeological  Recovery  at  ll-RI-337, 

East  Moline,  Illinois- 

1979  Lecturer,  U.S.  Forest  Service  Paraprof essional  Train¬ 

ing  Program,  Eagle  River,  Wisconsin.  Session  given 
for  U.S.  Forest  Service,  Region  9. 

1979  Field  Director/Research  Assistant,  Archaeological  Sur¬ 
vey  of  the  East  Shore  of  Lake  Winnebago:  19/9.  In¬ 
vestigations  carried  out  with  tne  assistance  of  a 
matching  grant-in-aid  from  the  Office  of  Archaeology 
and  historic  Preservation,  u.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  under  provisions  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966.  The  grant-in-aio  was 
administered  by  the  State  historical  Society  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Historic  Preservation  Division.  Match  pro¬ 
vided  by  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center, 

Inc. 

1979  Principal  Investigator,  cultural  Resource  Survey  and 
Evaluation  ot  a  Historic  Site  (47  Fr-103) ,  Nicolet 
National  Forest,  Forest  County,  Wisconsin.  Evaluation 
and  survey  required  five  weeks  of  work  in  the  Nicoiet 
National  Forest  and  evaluation  of  a  1904-1907  logging 
camp  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 


Allen  P*  Van  Dyke  5 
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1980  Field  Director/Research  Assistant 

Archaeological  Survey  and  Test  Excavations  along  the 
East  Shore  of  Lake  Winnebago:  1980*.  Second  year  of 
Investigations  carried  out  with  a  matching  grant-in- 
aid  from  the  Office  of  Archaeology  and  Historic  Preser¬ 
vation,  US  Department  of  Interior,  under  provisions  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966.  The  grant- 
in-aid  was  administered  by  the  State  Historical  Society 
of  Wisconsin,  Historic  Preservation  Divi si on.  Match 
was  provided  by  GLARC  INC. 

1980  Principal  Investigator. 

Archaeological  Inventory  and  Evaluation  of  the  Proposed 
Janesville  Sewer  right-of-way .  Letter  submitted  to 
City  Engineer,  City  of  Janesville,  Wisconson 

Principal  Investigator 

Archaeological  Inventory  and  Evaluation  for  the  City 
of  Fort  Atkinson,  T-3  Interceptor  Sewer  Project. 


1980 
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APPENDIX  E 

Coorespondence  Coordination  with  Groups 
Listed  in  Article  1,  paragraph  I, 

Scope  of  Work 
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Great  Lakes  Arctvaeologicali^esearch  Center,  Inc. 

Cul^r^l  Resource  ^Jan^sf^ment 


VVAUKJESHA.  WISCONSIN  53187 
|4jiQ  44^3^7 


September  18,  1980 


Mr.  Roy  Eichhorn 
US  Army  Engineer  District 
Rock  Island  Corps  of  Engineers 
Clock  TowOT  Building 
Rock  Island,  IL 


Dear  Roy: 

Enclosed  please  find  a  xerox  copy  of  the  Milan  Quadrangle  showing 
the  boundaries  of  the  survey  (borrow  pit)  area  and  the  location 
of  two  surface  sites  we  discovered.  By  comparing  this  copy  to  an 
actual  topographic  map  you  will  be  able  to  locate  the  sites  on 
the  grotind  yourself  if  need  be.  This  should  be  adequate  for  your 
purposes  at  present.  The  draft  report  will  be  forthcoming  pending 
arrival  of  information  from  the  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey. 


Sincerely , 


Allen  P.  Van  Dyke 


Enclosure 
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Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc. 

CulCuj^  Resource  f/anogerne^ 

*  p.O  bOT^304 
WAUKESHA.  WISCONSIN  53187 
(4^  445^^7 


September  18,  1980 


Dr.  Margaret  Brown 
405  East  Washington  St. 

Springfield,  IL  62706 

Dear  Dr.  Brown: 

As  per  our  telephone  conversation  of  this  day,  enclosed  please  find 
a  Xerox  copy  of  the  Milan  Quadrangle  depicting  the  area  surveyed 
by  us  and  showing  the  locations  of  two  sites  we  discovered  during 
the  survey.  As  I  mentioned  during  our  conversation,  this  survey 
was  conducted  for  the  Rock  Island  District,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

The  Illinois  Archaeological  Survey  has  been  notified  of  the  dis¬ 
covery  of  the  sites  and  we  are  presently  awaiting  their  assign¬ 
ment  of  site  numbers. 

It  would  be  useful  for  us  to  have  some  idea  of  the  distribution 
of  archaeological  sites  between  the  disscted  uplands  and  the  Rock 
floodplain  in  the  more  immediate  area  of  the  project  before  writing 
a  final  report  of  investigations  since  that  distribution  might  have 
some  effect  upon  our  thinking.  More  specifically,  we  would  be  in¬ 
terested  in  receiving  any  information  on  sites  within  the  following 
sections : 

Milan  Quadrangle 
Black  Hawk  Township 

T17N,R2W,  Sections  23,24,25,26,35  and  36, 


and. 

Coal  Valley  Township 

T17N,R1V),  Sections  19,30  and  31. 

We  have  already  requested  this  information  from  the  Illinois  Archaeo¬ 
logical  Survey  but,  in  compliance  with  their  policy  of  not  allowing 
access  to  site  files  to  non-registered  Illinois  professional  contract 
archaeologists,  our  request  was  denied. 

Sincerely , 


Allen  P.  Van  Dyke 


AVD:hs 

Enclosure 
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GOb  V.r.V  G.  SI  HATIU::  LUILDIUu  •4L’U  SOUTH  SPRING  STREET  •SPRCCGf  fE  LD  C27C 
CHICAGO  OFflCE  -  ROOr.?  TOO,  IbO  NO  L  Ab  A  L  L  E  COtT ’ 

D;>vi(i  Kenrx  V.  Difoctdf  •  C  h*  rr.c'  sNi'  *  D  frcir 


September  24,  1980 


Mr.  Allen  P.  Van  Dyke 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological 
Research  Center,  Inc. 

P.O.  Box  1304 
Waukesha,  WI  53187 

Dear  Al, 

The  circles  in  Section  19  NE^i  appear  to  correspond  to  the 
position  of  Ri-379  which  is  listed  only  as  an  "occupation"  on 
the  form.  The  site  in  Section  24  is  Ri-174  which  is  listed 
as  the  Bend  Site,  an  Archaic  Habitation.  We  have  no  sites  in 
Section  36  and  no  Indication  of  previous  surveys  there. 

Section  19  contains  4  additional  sites;  Section  30,  5; 
Section  25,  4;  Section  24,  2;  Section  31,  8;  Section  26,  2, 

The  areas  surveyed  appear  to  be  by  the  stream  drainages  and 
on  the  bluff  and  floodplain  near  the  river. 

Sincerely , 


-  /  ^ 


Margaret  Kimball  Brown 
Staf f  Archaeologist 


MKB/lsa 


Mr.  Charles  J.  Baeris 
Department  of  Anthropology 
109  Davenport  Hall 
University  of  I 1 1 inoi s -Urb ana 
Urbana,  IL  61801 


Dear  Mr .  Bare i s  : 

Enclosed  please  find  copies  of  IAS  site  survey  forms  and  Milan 
Quadrangles  locating  two  archaeological  sites  discovered  by 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc.,  while  con* 
ducting  investigations  for  the  Rock  Island  District,  Corps  of 
Engineers  in  the  Milan,  Illinois  vicinity.  Would  you  please 
advise  us  when  you  have  assigned  site  numbers  so  that  we  can 
ensure  proper  cataloging  and  curation  of  the  artifacts  from 
these  sites . 


Sincerely , 


Allen  P.  Van  Dyke 


AVDrhs 

Enclosures 
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CuopcraliDg  Iniiitutiom 

UniTcriir>  oj  IlimoL' 
Southcfo  IDinou  UaivcntiT 
rihnout  State  Museum 


ARCHAEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

UMviJcsi-nr  OF  iujnol-  urban  a.  ilunols  618o; 


2 9  September  1980 


Mr.  Allen  P.  Van  Dyke 

Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center ,  Inc . 
P.O.  Box  1304 

Waukesha,  Wisconsin  53187 


Dear  Mr.  Van  Dyke: 

We  have  received  your  letter  of  September  20  and  en¬ 
closure  of  the  two  completed  IAS  site  survey  forms. 

The  following  site  numbers  have  been  assigned  to  the 
f  onns : 


Field  No.  1 
Field  No.  2 
Thank  you  for  this 


ll-Ri-331 
ll-Ri-332 
information . 

Cordially  yours. 


Charles  J.  Bare\^ 
Secretary-Treasurer 


CJB/ms 
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NCRED-PB 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
ROCK  ISLAND  DISTRICT,  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 
CLOCK  TOWER  BUILDING 
ROCK  ISLAND.  ILLINOIS  61201 


a  DtC 


Mr.  Allen  P.  VanDyke 
Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research 
Center,  Inc. 

P.O.  Box  1304 

Waukesha,  Wisconsin  52187 


Dear  Mr.  VanDyke: 

We  have  completed  our  review  of  the  draft  report  Archaeological  Survey  and 
Testing  for  Borrow  Area,  Milan,  Illinois,  Local  Flood  Protection  Project,  which 
you  submitted  under  the  terms  of  our  purchase  order  DACW25-80-M-1795. 

On  the  whole,  we  are  quite  pleased  with  the  report  and  our  comments  and  those 
of  the  Illinois  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (copy  inclosed)  are  directed 
at  clarification. 

First,  we  are  curious  about  the  site  numbers.  We  understand  you  had  difficulty 
getting  them  and  they  appear  to  be  out  of  sequence  given  that  RI-337  was 
assigned  several  years  ago.  Secondly,  in  Table  1  you  have  a  category  of 
"knives** .  How  is  this  artifact  defined,  by  form  or  function? 

Editorial  comments  are  made  in  the  copy  of  the  report  we  are  returning  and 
should  be  dealt  with  as  necessary.  Please  make  sure  to  modify  the  final  report 
to  address  the  SHP0*s  comments  as  well. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Roy  Eichhorn  at  309/788-6361, 

Ext.  349.  We  look  forward  to  your  final  report. 

Sincerely, 


2  Incl  FRED  E.  FLICKINGEV 

As  stated  Contracting  OfficeV 


Illinois 


Department  ot  Conservation 

life  and  land  together 
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605  WM.  G.  STRATTON  BUILDING  *400  SOUTH  SPRING  STREET  •SPRINGFIELD  62706 

CHICAGO  OFFICE  -  ROOM  100.  160  NO.  LASALLE  60601 

David  Kenney.  Director  •  James  C  Heifnch.  Assistant  Direcio: 


November  7 ,  1 980 


Doyle  W.  McCully ,  P.E. 

Chief  Engineering  Division 
Department  of  the  Army 
Rock  Island  District  Corps 
Clock  Tower  Building 
Rock  Island,  IL  61201 

Dear  Mr.  McCully; 

My  staff  archaeologist  has  reviewed  the  draft  report  "Archaeological 
Survey  and  testing  for  Borrow  Area,  Milan,  Illinois,  Local  Flood  Protec¬ 
tion  Project"  prepared  by  Great  Lakes  Archaeological  Research  Center,  Inc. 
The  following  comments  were  made  concerning  the  report. 

Page  10,  2nd  paragraph.  What  percentage  of  the  area  investigated 
is  represented  by  the  "grass  covered  bottom  lands"?  The  definition 
"either  level  or  that  approached  level"  would  be  better  expressed  by 
degree  of  slope.  What  degree  of  slope  was  considered  excessive  for 
utilization? 

Page  16,  2nd  paragraph.  The  number  of  test  units  for  R-332  is 
given  but  not  for  R-331. 

Other  than  these  comments  and  the  needed  clarification  the  report 
appears  to  adequately  describe  the  evaluation  of  the  area  and  sites. 

Sites  R-331  and  R-332,  on  the  basis  of  the  findings,  do  not  appear  to 
be  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

Sincerely , 


David  Kenney 
State  Historic  Preservation 
Officer 


DK/MLB/lsa 


